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inisreprosentation and conieeairnent by plaintiffs' manager il,
llo\ ig defendant to suppose that the baud were to ho, paid

£'250 a week, whereas they were to receive only £100 a t k
a- iltl w greeenuit of Jaîîuary, 1904, shows on its face. laii-
tiir's reiy thait. there was no conceni ment; that tilt trifth mas

full knoîi l defendant before lw centered into the c-on-
tract; and that they offered to allow hiii tu %vithdraw if lie
desirod to,- do so.

I hiave read the pleadings and the1 aniatin for disZ-
eovery. Prom theso it seemas clear that there are, two sua
in bo(th of which thie ontis is virtually on defendlant. 'l'hi,
fi rst, asm to the validity o4 the contract, ils a niatter of law%,
and the present motion (annot have any referoince to that
point.

The second is a very iportnt tnatte-r, and theo deviý!1un
mua deendupo te wteighlt wihthe jr rJdege

to te cnitigStatemenolts. ... Tile evidenice soighit
to lip tai-t oil eolmmliýSlindu noV, sýeel Vo hlavo ntin lg

Vo d(, \ithi titis uetn.. The sýolicitors fit- plain-
tii set out te rie facts %%hich thecy desire to prove hyI
teg evidvlîcr or thle two( foreign wtesndi asked dt-fend-

aint'sz solicitors to make such admiiissions a., woiuld rendier anyv
COItftiSin uneesiiy.TIiis dfdatSsoliuitors; are un1-

'ailit Vlo. Tlhey say thait thlese fada, are nloV within tle
kîîowhe1dge of defundant, and that, even if tu proposod
ùvduc were rclevant, thiese iatters cani easily bu p)ro)ved by

pesos ow in thlis roicand thlat Somle of the fadaté are
aidilittedl bY defeidant in his depositions.

1 caninot set, any reason for tikiing the evideýnce of the
bannîatero! tilte Coldstream uada Even if defenldant

hiad been iii treaty withi im withi a view to bringing out thait
band iast auinnui for a onicert tour, that wouild not fuiriish
aniY groiind for claimiing lainages in Vlie present action.

Antl( ns> Vo Major Rose, after reading ovtr teý Ieter o!
plintifsý' solicitor, 1 arn uinable to sve hiow, ite facts itre
st ut a re (ini sonie instanices.) inateriat, and whY ai of Vhemn
canniot. hli provel hiY otheri wlinesss....

It is niot often thiat a coisiision Vo examnine foreigu

[Rfeeneto Ehirxnimn v. Ehrmiann, [1896] 2, Ch. f11.]

Thf, miain groundff of dlefence is apparenitly this. that
defndntIwing a muisical e'xpe'rt h1imself, relied on the re-

presenitation o! the ange that te band were being paid
£25o a wveek; thlat titis pustified hini in puittîng the quiality


